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fc Is it possible to squeeze into the dry, narrow, scheme of
three to one all the variety of living Nature ? Unfortunately
Morganistic geneticists not only attempted to accomplish
this ... but quite firmly implanted this belief . . . into
the heads of agronomists in general '^ Lysenko's explana-
tion of the irrefutable segregation of characters in breeding,
as given at a lecture in Moscow in 1945, was that such
characters of the parents as are not assimilated into the
offspring are * belched out * in the next generation.

The argument by heresy-hunt was used with deadly effect
against the most outspoken and devastating critic of
Lysenko, the famous Russian biologist N. 1. Vavilov.
Vavilov probably went beyond safe limits in condemning
the new genetics as an outbreak of medieval obscurantism.
He paid a high price. He was accused of dilatoriness in
getting practical results, of lending support to fascists by his
theory of centres of origin of crops, and of aligning himself
with Bateson, the leader of genetics in England. In 1940
he was deprived of his directorship of the Institute of Plant
Industry. He was subsequently imprisoned and he died,
without any announcement or explanation, probably in
1943. The type of argument used against Vavilov is well
illustrated by a comment made to me by a prominent
animal physiologist in Moscow in October 1945. 6I
reject Vavilov's views ', he said, * because Vavilov believed
in Bateson, and Timiryazev condemned Bateson.* The
same argument has been put on paper by Prezent.2

Appeal to authority and indictment of heresy: these are
two of the techniques of the 6 new genetics *. A third is to
discredit the work of an opponent by innuendoes about his
motives. Vavilov, it was said, falsified his results on flax
in order to embarrass the * new genetics *, and Zhebrak
takes cover behind a barrage of Latin and Greek technical
terms. This technique was recently exercised against the
excellent work of Zhebrak and Sacharov, who have suc-

1  Agrobiologia*   Solkhozgiz, 1943, p. 137.

2  Yarovizatsia, 1939, pp. 87-116.